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m1sleadmg since the artlcle contained not more than 61,890 units of v1tam1n A per :
- pound and not more than 9,000 units of vitamin D per pound _
© 'The' “Semi-Solid Chick Emulsmn” was alleged to be adulterated in that a valy"
uable constituent, vitamin D, had been in part omitted or abstracted therefroni since
it was represented to contain not less than 1,800 units of vitamin D per pound,
whereas it contained not more than 1,500 units of vitamin D per pound. It was
alleged to be misbranded in that the statement “Minimum Analysis Per Pound * * *
' Vrtamm D 1,800,” appearing on the label, was false and misleading since the article
contained not more than 1,500 units of vitamin D per pound.

On October 9, 1942, a plea of guilty having been entered on behalf ‘of the defend-
ant, the court 1mposed a fine of $25 on each of the six counts of the information. '

‘4991. Misbrcmqu of cottonseed cake or meal. U. S. v. Chickasha Coiton OQil Co. (Hobart
Cotton Oil Co.) Plea of guxlty. Fine, $50 and costsi (F. D. C. No. 7718, . Sample
Nos. 73741-E 73742-E.) .

This product was short in protein, a portion containing only 39.19 percent of pro- .
tein, and the remainder containing but 39.31 percent of protein.

On November 2, 1942, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Oklahoma filed an mformatxon against the Chickasha Cotton Qil Co., a corporation
- trading as Hobart Cotton Qil Co. at Hobart, Okla., alleging sh1pment on or'about -
~March 23, 1942, from the State of Oklahoma into the State of Kansas of a quant1ty
of cottonseed cake or meal that was misbranded. The article was labeled: in part:
. “Chickasha Quality: 43. 00% Protein- Cottonseed Cake or Meal * * * Guaranteed
- Analys1s Protein, not less than.. . . 43.00%.”

* - The product was alleged to be misbranded in that the statement “43.00% Protein
* * * Guaranteed Analysis Protein, not less than . . . 43.00%,” borne on the tag,
was false and misleading since it contained less than 43 percent of protein... . -

On November 19, 1942, a plea of guilty having been entered on behalf of the
defendant, the court: 1mposed a fine of $50 and $20 costs. '

4992, Mzsbrunqu of No Milk Calf Food. U. S. v. 1,394 Bags .of No Mﬂk Calf Food. Decree
of condemnation. Product ordered released under bond for relabeling. (F. D . No.
9200. Sample No. 7952-F.)

On January 21, 1943, the United States attorney for the D1strlct of Minnesota
filed a libel agamst 1394 25-pound bags of an article labeled in part, “No Milk
.Calf Food,” at aneapohs, Minn., alleging that the article had been shipped in .
interstate commerce on or about December 14, 1942, by the Nat1onal Food Co from
Fond du Lac, Wis.

The article was alleged to be misbranded. i in that reference to “No Milk” in the

name of the article, and the following statements in the circulars, “No-Milk Calf’
" Food Raises Calves Without Milk * * * The Perfect Milk Substitute * * * One
Quart NO-MILK GRUEL takes the place of one quart of whole milk. * * * g

100-1b. bag of NO-MILK Calf Food replaces 1,000 1bs. of whole milk * * * The .

profit you make on your veal calves is determmed by the number of pounids you can.
make them gain before market time. You can raise them cheaply on No-Milk Calf -
Food to a size that will bring a better price and a profit to you,” were false and
- misleading since they represented and suggested that calves could be raised with the:
product, without milk, and that it was nutritionally equivalent to milk, - whereas
calves cannot be raised without milk, the article is not nutritionally equlvalent to
milk, and it cannot fulfill the promises of beneﬁt held out and suggested by the’
statements.

The article was also alleged to be misbranded under the provisions of the law
applicable to drugs reported in Drugs and Devices Notices of Judgment.

On January 27, 1943, the National Food Co. having appeared as claimant, Judg- ,
ment of condemnat1on ‘was entered and the product was ordered released under bond
for relabeling under the supervision of the Food and Drug Admmlstratmn

FISH AND SHELLFISH

4993, Adulteration of fish. U. S. _v. Progressive Fish Wharf, Inc (Progresswe Fish Co ‘and
Progressive Fillet Co.). Plea of guilty. Fine, $150, (F . No. 7257, Sample Nos.
5599-E, 65506-E, 65593-E, 67293-E.)

On July 6, 1942, the United States attorney for the District of Massachusetts ﬁled
an mformatmn against .the Progressive Fish Wharf, Inc, also trading as the Pro-
gressive Fish Co. and the Progressive Fillet Co., at" Gloucester, Mass., alleging ship-
" ment within the period from on or about August 6 to September 22, 1941 from the

State of Massachusetts into the States of Oh10, Colorado, and Iowa of a quantity
_of fish that was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or m part of a putnd and -



